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March 18, 2015 
 
 
 
Kevin L. Berryhill, Assistant Director of Public Works/ City Engineer 
City of Fairfield 
1000 Webster Street 
Fairfield, CA  94533 
 
RE: East Tabor Avenue/ Union Pacific Railroad Crossing 
 
Dear Mr. Berryhill: 
 
Union Pacific is pleased to support the city’s proposed project on East Tabor Avenue, which is 
designed to improve safety of pedestrians, bicyclists and motorists crossing the railroad tracks 
owned by Union Pacific.  
 
Union Pacific understands that the project includes improvements such as installation of a 
pedestrian sidewalk on the north side of the roadway, widening of the north side of East Tabor 
Avenue and installation of additional directional signage and striping on the approaches to the 
crossing.   
 
Union Pacific’s highest priority is safety.  This includes safety of our employees, our customers 
and the communities where we operate.  As such, Union Pacific fully supports the efforts of the 
City of Fairfield as they seek external funding to initiate the design and ultimate construction of 
the project which will improve safety.  
 
Sincerely, 
 


 
 
Liisa Lawson Stark 
Director, Public Affairs  
 
 
 
cc:  Peggy Ygbuhay, Manager Public Projects - UPRR 


Peter Wright, City of Fairfield 
 
 
 
 







 


 
 
 
 
 
March 2, 2015 
 
 
 
Kevin L. Berryhill, Assistant Director of Public Works 
City of Fairfield 
1000 Webster Street 
Fairfield, CA  94533 
 
Subject:     E. Tabor/ UPRR Crossing  
 
Dear Mr. Berryhill: 
 
We are aware of a proposed project on East Tabor Avenue, within the 
City of Fairfield, which will improve the safety of pedestrians, bicyclists 
and motorists crossing the railroad tracks used by Capitol Corridor 
trains. 
 
We understand that the project will complete the pedestrian sidewalk on 
the north side of the roadway, as well as install additional directional 
signage and striping to clearly direct motorists and bicyclists away from 
the railroad tracks.  As such, it is the opinion of the Capitol Corridor 
Joint Powers Authority (CCJPA) that the project benefits our operation 
by enhancing the safety of the rail crossing. 
 
Sincerely, 


 
David B. Kutrosky 
Managing Director 
 
Cc:  Peter Wright, City of Fairfield 
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Date:


69052


Item 
No.


F, D 
or M Quantity Units Unit Cost Total


Item Cost % $ % $ % $


1 1 LS $25,000.00 $25,000 100% $25,000
2 1 LS $35,000.00 $35,000 100% $35,000
3 1 LS $10,000.00 $10,000 100% $10,000
4 1 LS $5,000.00 $5,000 100% $5,000
5 1 LS $10,000.00 $10,000 100% $10,000
6 1 LS $5,000.00 $5,000 100% $5,000


7 10000 SF $8.00 $80,000 100% $80,000 100% $80,000
8 2000 CY $15.00 $30,000 100% $30,000
9 1 LS $50,000.00 $50,000 100% $50,000
10 1 LS $20,000.00 $20,000 100% $20,000
11 450 LF $150.00 $67,500 100% $67,500
12 500 LF $15.00 $7,500 100% $7,500
13 4200 SF $10.00 $42,000 100% $42,000
14 2 EA $8,000.00 $16,000 100% $16,000
15 2500 SY $10.00 $25,000 100% $25,000
16 500 LF $20.00 $10,000 100% $10,000
17 900 TN $60.00 $54,000 100% $54,000
18 300 TN $110.00 $33,000 100% $33,000
19 1 LS $2,000.00 $2,000 100% $2,000
20 1 LS $8,000.00 $8,000 100% $8,000
21 1 LS $2,000.00 $2,000 100% $2,000
22 500 SF $90.00 $45,000 100% $45,000
23 5000 SF $7.00 $35,000 100% $35,000
24 4000 LF $8.00 $32,000 100% $32,000 100% $32,000
25 130 SF $15.00 $1,950 100% $1,950
26 900 SF $15.00 $13,500 100% $13,500
27 3500 EA $10.00 $35,000 100% $35,000
28 2 LS $2,500.00 $5,000 100% $5,000
29 1 LF $1,000.00 $1,000 100% $1,000
30 600 $50.00 $30,000 100% $30,000


31 100%
$735,450 $735,450 $112,000


$36,773 <= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable) 


20.00% $147,090 $147,090
$882,540 $882,540


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs
$88,250
$132,380
$220,630 25% 25% Max


$138,000
$326,450
$464,450


$132,380 15% 15% Max 


$817,460


$1,014,920
ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$1,700,000


ET Aggregate Base
ET Asphalt Concrete


ET New Pavement Marking
ET Remove Pavement Marking


Project Description: Close gap in East Tabor Avenue pedestrian and bicycle facilities and widen the sidewalk on Tolenas Road
East Tabor Avenue and Tolenas Road


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Peter J. Wright License #:


Project Location:


General Overhead-Related Construction Items


Tolenas SWPPP


Tolenas (T) Mobilization
East Tabor SWPPP
East Tabor Traffic Control


General Construction Items (non-decorative only)


Tolenas Traffic Control


Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:


"PE" costs / "CON" costs


"CE" costs / "CON" costs


Project Delivery Costs:


Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:


Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)
Cost Breakdown


ATP Eligible Costs/Items ATP Ineligible 
Costs/Items 


Corps/CCC
to construct


East Tabor (ET) Mobilization


ET Clear and Grub
ET Grading


Item 


ET Driveway


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: 9-Jun-16City of Fairfield


ET Drainage Improvements


ET Geogrid
ET Edge Drain


ET Curb and Gutter
ET 5' Sidewalk


ET 4' - 6' Retaining Wall
ET Access Improvements


Subtotal of Construction Items:
N/A


Decorative & Landscaping-related Items    (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative,  or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)
T Fencing


ET New Signage
ET Fencing


T Clear and Grub
ET Hydroseed


T New Pavement Marking
T Driveway
T 6' Sidewalk
T 8' Sidewalk
T Curb and Gutter


Total RW: 464,450$                                       


Construction Engineering (CE)


Right of Way (RW)
Right of Way Engineering: 138,000$                                       
Acquisitions and Utilities: 326,450$                                       


Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E): 132,380$                                       
Total PE: 220,630$                                       


Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):
Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:


Type of Project Cost Cost $
Preliminary Engineering (PE)


Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED): 88,250$                                         


Total Project Cost: $1,700,000


Total Project Delivery: $817,460


Construction Engineering (CE): 132,380$                                       


Total Construction Costs: $1,014,920
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Project Description: Close gap in East Tabor Avenue pedestrian and bicycle facilities and widen the sidewalk on Tolenas Road
East Tabor Avenue and Tolenas Road


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Peter J. Wright License #:


Project Location:


    


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: 9-Jun-16City of Fairfield


The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.  
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.


Item Number(s): Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)





		Engineer Est. & Project Cost






ATP Cycle 3 


City of Fairfield - East Tabor/Tolenas Safe Routes to School Gap Closure Project 


Application Part 7: Application Questions 


Screening Criteria 
2. Consistency with Regional Plan.
Solano County falls under the purview of the Metropolitan Transportation Commission’s 
Plan Bay Area - Regional Transportation Plan and Sustainable Communities Strategy 
for the San Francisco Bay Area 2013–2040 (adopted July 18, 2013). (See following 
pages: cover page and page 20, describing the key objectives of the regional 
transportation plan). 


This proposed Safe Routes to School safety project is consistent with key objectives 
and addresses several of Plan Bay Area’s goals including: 


Climate protection: More students walking and bicycling to school means fewer cars 
on the road and thus reduced carbon emissions. 


Healthy & Safe Communities: This is a key safety project located in a disadvantaged 
community that has higher than average rates of walking and biking to school. This 
project will provide a much safer route for walking and biking to school. In addition, the 
City is an active participant in the countywide SR2S Education Program, which 
addresses safe walking and bicycling habits and also informs parents about safe 
driving behaviors. This collaboration means that there will be active dialog with the 
school, parents and students to education about the new infrastructure improvements 
as well as encouragement programs to increase the number of walkers and cyclists. 
Encouraging parents and students to switch to walking to school rather than driving 
increases physical activity. 


Transportation System Effectiveness: By providing improved infrastructure and 
combining this with a proven education program, students and parents will experience 
firsthand the benefits associated with active transportation and vehicle miles driven will 
be reduced. 


In addition to the RTP, the 2013 Safe Routes to School Plan prepared by the Solano 
Transportation Authority (STA) identifies this project in relation to Tolenas Elementary 
and Grange Middle Schools. Both schools are within the 20 minute walk zone of the 
railroad crossing. 


The at-grade crossing of East Tabor Avenue across the railroad tracks is also identified 
in the Solano Transportation Authority’s 2015 Draft Solano Rail Facilities Plan Update 
on Page 90 of Chapter 3 “Report on Rail Infrastructure and Safety,” as a priority project 
as it assists in providing an accessible and traversable crossing for non-motorized 
traffic.


Further, this project is listed in STA's 2016 Safety Plan as a priority project. 







Adopted July 18, 2013


Strategy for
A Sustainable 
Region







Chapter 1  |  Setting Our Sights 1918 Plan Bay Area


Of course, adopting these voluntary targets is not 
the same as achieving them. Many are extremely 
ambitious. But two of the targets are not only ambi-
tious, but also mandatory and vitally important. Plan 
Bay Area must reduce greenhouse gas emissions by 
specified amounts, and it must plan for housing in a 
quantity sufficient for the region’s population. These 


targets are critical to achieving state and regional 
goals in combating climate change — and the plan 
meets those major milestones.


The Plan Bay Area targets adopted by MTC and 
ABAG are displayed in Table 4; information on how 
the plan performs against the targets can be found 
in Chapter 5, “Performance.”


TA BLE  4 :   Adopted Plan Bay Area Performance Targets*


Goal/Outcome Performance Target


Required
Climate Protection 1 Reduce per-capita CO2 emissions from cars and light-duty trucks by  


15 percent (Statutory requirement is for year 2035, per SB 375)


Adequate Housing 2 House 100 percent of the region’s projected growth (from a 2010 
baseline year) by income level (very-low, low, moderate, above-moderate) 
without displacing current low-income residents (Statutory requirement, 
per SB 375)


Voluntary


Healthy and Safe 
Communities


3 Reduce premature deaths from exposure to particulate emissions: 
•  Reduce premature deaths from exposure to fine particulates (PM2.5)  


by 10 percent
•  Reduce coarse particulate emissions (PM10) by 30 percent
•  Achieve greater reductions in highly impacted areas


4 Reduce by 50 percent the number of injuries and fatalities from all 
collisions (including bike and pedestrian)


5 Increase the average daily time walking or biking per person for transpor-
tation by 70 percent (for an average of 15 minutes per person per day)


Open Space 
and Agricultural 
Preservation


6 Direct all non-agricultural development within the urban footprint  
(existing urban development and urban growth boundaries) 
(Note: Baseline year is 2010.)


Equitable Access 7 Decrease by 10 percentage points (to 56 percent, from 66 percent) 
the share of low-income and lower-middle income residents’ household 
income consumed by transportation and housing


Economic Vitality 8 Increase gross regional product (GRP) by 110 percent — an average 
annual growth rate of approximately 2 percent (in current dollars)


Transportation System 
Effectiveness


9 •  Increase non-auto mode share by 10 percentage points  
(to 26 percent of trips)


•  Decrease automobile vehicle miles traveled per capita by 10 percent


10 Maintain the transportation system in a state of good repair: 
•  Increase local road pavement condition index (PCI) to 75 or better 
•  Decrease distressed lane-miles of state highways to less than 10 


percent of total lane-miles
•  Reduce share of transit assets past their useful life to 0 percent 
    (Note: Baseline year is 2012.)


Establishing a  
Performance Framework
What are we aiming for in Plan Bay Area, and how 
can we measure our success in achieving it? New 
mandates answer those questions to some degree. 
California Senate Bill 375, enacted in 2008, 
requires that we plan for future housing needs and 
complementary land uses, which in turn must be 
supported by a transportation investment strategy. 
And we must do this in a way that reduces emis-
sions of greenhouse gases from cars and light-duty 
trucks. A fully integrated land use and transporta-
tion planning approach is needed to meet these 
requirements, and Plan Bay Area embraces and 
embodies such an approach. 


Combining these mandated objectives with a 
careful assessment of the long-range needs of the 
Bay Area and an understanding of the desires and 
aspirations of its residents — communicated loudly 
and diversely through the many avenues provided 
for public participation (see sidebar on page 28) 
— we can begin to structure a serious plan for the 
region. But before proposing a land use distribution 
approach or recommending a transportation invest-
ment strategy, planners must formulate in concrete 
terms the hoped-for outcomes we seek. For Plan 
Bay Area, performance targets are an essential 
element of this regional planning process, allow-
ing for rational discussion of quantitative metrics. 
Establishing targets allows for various alternative 
strategies to be assessed and compared using a 
consistent set of metrics.


Collaborative Process
MTC and ABAG engaged a broad spectrum of 
regional stakeholders in order to make the targets 
as meaningful as possible in measuring the plan’s 
success. This collaborative process in the latter half 


of 2010 involved reviewing nearly 100 possible 
performance targets, which were critically exam-
ined using a set of evaluation criteria. These criteria 
emphasized targets that could be forecasted by 
modeling tools and potentially influenced by policies 
and investments in the future plan. After six months 
of discussion and debate reflecting input from local 
stakeholders, equity, environment and business 
advocates, and concerned members of the public, a 
list of the preferred targets took shape. These targets 
went beyond traditional transportation concerns, 
such as metrics for regional mobility, and instead 
embraced broader regional concerns, including land 
use, environmental quality and economic vitality. 


The Plan Bay Area targets, adopted in January 
2011, reflect this plan’s emphasis on sustainability. 
Sustainability encapsulates a broad spectrum of 
concerns, including environmental impacts from 
greenfield development and vehicle emissions, 
equity impacts from displacement and low-income 
household affordability, and economic impacts 
from regional competitiveness. By integrating these 
three E’s — environment, equity and economy — 
throughout the targets, Plan Bay Area truly aims to 
measure the success of creating sustainable com-
munities. We paid special attention to the equity 
component of the three E’s triad, as detailed later  
in this chapter. 


Noah Berger


*Unless noted, the Performance Target increases or reductions are for 2040 compared to a year 2005 baseline.
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At the East Tabor Ave-Tolenas Rd intersection facing west.  This shows the 
lack of sidewalk facilities and pedestrians using the shoulder despite the lack 
of sidewalk. 







North side of East Tabor Ave. Loca-
tion of proposed sidewalk gap clo-
sure.  







North side looking east, east of 
tracks. Location of proposed sidewalk 
gap closure 


South side of East Tabor Ave looking 
east, west of tracks. 







East Tabor Ave, facing west.  Location 
of proposed sidewalk gap closure. 







North side East Tabor Ave. Location 
of proposed sidewalk gap closure 







Existing sidewalk,  facing east on 
north side of East Tabor Ave.  


Facing west on East Tabor Ave. Loca-
tion of proposed sidewalk gap closure 













 


 
 
 
 
 
March 2, 2015 
 
 
 
Kevin L. Berryhill, Assistant Director of Public Works 
City of Fairfield 
1000 Webster Street 
Fairfield, CA  94533 
 
Subject:     E. Tabor/ UPRR Crossing  
 
Dear Mr. Berryhill: 
 
We are aware of a proposed project on East Tabor Avenue, within the 
City of Fairfield, which will improve the safety of pedestrians, bicyclists 
and motorists crossing the railroad tracks used by Capitol Corridor 
trains. 
 
We understand that the project will complete the pedestrian sidewalk on 
the north side of the roadway, as well as install additional directional 
signage and striping to clearly direct motorists and bicyclists away from 
the railroad tracks.  As such, it is the opinion of the Capitol Corridor 
Joint Powers Authority (CCJPA) that the project benefits our operation 
by enhancing the safety of the rail crossing. 
 
Sincerely, 


 
David B. Kutrosky 
Managing Director 
 
Cc:  Peter Wright, City of Fairfield 
 
 































 


 
 
 
June 10, 2016 
 
 
Susan Bransen, Executive Director 
ATTN: Laurel Janssen, Deputy Director, Active Transportation Program Manager California 
Transportation Commission 
1120 N Street, Room 2221 (MS-52) 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 
RE: ATP Application for the East Tabor Avenue Sidewalk Gap Closure  
 
Dear Ms. Bransen: 
 
On behalf of the Solano Transportation Authority (STA) Board, I am writing to support the City 
of Fairfield’s submission of an Active Transportation Program (ATP) grant application for the 
East Tabor Avenue Sidewalk Gap Closure Project.   
 
The installation of new sidewalks on the north side of East Tabor Avenue to close a gap is a 
much needed investment in Fairfield. The STA recently conducted a Solano Rail Facilities Plan 
which identified this at-grade rail crossing as the highest priority for needed safety 
improvements. The investment in sidewalks and proper rail road crossing infrastructure will be a 
benefit to the residents in the area as kids walk to the nearby Tolenas Elementary School and 
Grange Middle School. The Solano Safe Routes to School program continues to be a high 
priority in Solano County, and this is a prime example of a high impact project.  These 
improvements will bring a number of safety and health benefits to Fairfield.   
 
The STA supports the submittal of this grant application requesting funding through the ATP to 
construct the East Tabor Avenue Sidewalk Gap Closure project.  We request your consideration 
to award ATP funding for this project.   
 
Sincerely, 
 


Daryl K. Halls 
Executive Director 


Cc: STA Board Members 
 Fairfield City Council 
 George Hicks, Fairfield Public Works 















 


 


 
   


 


 


March 18, 2015 
 
 
 
Kevin L. Berryhill, Assistant Director of Public Works/ City Engineer 
City of Fairfield 
1000 Webster Street 
Fairfield, CA  94533 
 
RE: East Tabor Avenue/ Union Pacific Railroad Crossing 
 
Dear Mr. Berryhill: 
 
Union Pacific is pleased to support the city’s proposed project on East Tabor Avenue, which is 
designed to improve safety of pedestrians, bicyclists and motorists crossing the railroad tracks 
owned by Union Pacific.  
 
Union Pacific understands that the project includes improvements such as installation of a 
pedestrian sidewalk on the north side of the roadway, widening of the north side of East Tabor 
Avenue and installation of additional directional signage and striping on the approaches to the 
crossing.   
 
Union Pacific’s highest priority is safety.  This includes safety of our employees, our customers 
and the communities where we operate.  As such, Union Pacific fully supports the efforts of the 
City of Fairfield as they seek external funding to initiate the design and ultimate construction of 
the project which will improve safety.  
 
Sincerely, 
 


 
 
Liisa Lawson Stark 
Director, Public Affairs  
 
 
 
cc:  Peggy Ygbuhay, Manager Public Projects - UPRR 


Peter Wright, City of Fairfield 
 
 
 
 







 


 


One Harbor Center, Suite 130, Suisun City, CA  94585  
(707) 399-3219, Fax (707) 424-6074 


solanosr2sinfo@sta.ca.gov 
www.solanosr2s.ca.gov 


 


 


 


June 7, 2016 


Susan Branson, Executive Director 
California Transportation Commission 
1120 N Street, Room 2221 (MS-52) 
Sacramento, CA 95814 


Re: ATP Application: City of Fairfield’s East Tabor/Tolenas Safe Routes to School Gap 
Closure Project 


Dear Ms. Branson: 


I am writing on behalf of the Safe Routes to School Advisory Committee to strongly 
endorse the City of Fairfield’s Active Transportation Program (ATP) grant application to 
construct a sidewalk and class 2 bicycle lane on the north side of East Tabor Avenue across 
the railroad tracks and widen the sidewalk on Tolenas Avenue between East Tabor Avenue 
and Tolenas Elementary School.  


Constructing the sidewalk and bicycle lane on the north side of East Tabor Avenue will 
close the gap that currently exists across the railroad tracks. Closing that gap and widening 
the sidewalk on Tolenas Avenue greatly enhances the safety of elementary and middle-
school students who use those roadways to commute to and from school. The Safe Routes 
to School Program is dedicated to promoting active transportation to and from school and 
promotes the benefits of active transportation throughout the school year to all schools in 
Solano County. 


In FY15-16, over 15,000 students took part in at least one Safe Routes to School activity, 
with over 3,000 of those students from the Fairfield-Suisun Unified School District. This 
project is also a high priority project in our Safe Routes to School Plan.  


On behalf of the Solano’s Safe Routes to School Advisory Committee, I respectfully urge 
the members of the California Transportation Commission to approve funding of this vital 
project.  


Sincerely, 
 
 
Andrew White 
Police Commander, City of Suisun City and Vice-Chair of the SR2S Advisory Committee 


  


Safe Routes to School  
Advisory Committee 
 
Jim Antone, Chair 
Yolo-Solano Air Quality 
Management District 
 
Robin Cox 
Solano County Public Health 
 
Mike Green 
Benicia Police Department 
 
Ozzie Hilton 
City of Vacaville 
 
Kevin McNamara 
Pedestrian Advisory Committee 
 
Mitchell Romao 
Vallejo City USD 
 
Mike Segala 
Bicycle Advisory Committee 
 
Jay Speck 
Solano County 
Superintendent of Schools 
 
Andrew White, Vice-Chair 
Suisun City 
Police Department 
 
Garland Wong 
City of Fairfield 
 
 
 
 
 



mailto:solanosr2sinfo@sta.ca.gov
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Wright, Peter


From: Hsieh, Wei@CCC <Wei.Hsieh@CCC.CA.GOV> on behalf of ATP@CCC 
<ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>


Sent: Friday, May 15, 2015 1:44 PM
To: Wright, Peter; 'inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org'
Cc: ATP@CCC; Hsieh, Wei@CCC; Arzaga, Frank@CCC; Notheis, Larry@CCC
Subject: RE: ATP Submittals - West Texas Street Gateway Improvement Project; East Tabor 


Avenue and Tolenas Road Pedestrian and Bicycle Gap Closure and Safety Improvement 
Project


Hi Peter, 
 
Frank Arzaga, the Conservation Supervisor at our CCC Napa location has responded to the partnership for your 
projects. The CCC can do the following: 
 
WEST TEXAS GATEWAY PROJECT 
‐INSTALL SIGN (STRAP AND SADDLE BRACKET METHOD) EA 1 $ 160.00 $ 160.00  
‐REMOVE ORNAMENTAL FENCE LF 590 $ 6.00 $ 3,540.00 
‐1 CLEARING AND GRUBBING (LS) LS 1 $ 18,000.00 $ 18,000.00 
‐REMOVE ROADSIDE SIGN (STRAP AND SADDLE BRACKET METHOD) EA 3 $ 100.00 $ 300.00 
‐ROADSIDE SIGN – ONE POST EA 10 $ 265.00 $ 2,650.00 
‐INSTALL SIGN OVERLAY SQFT 3 $ 15.00 $ 45.00 
 
East Tabor Avenue Sidewalk Extension and Roadway Widening: 
‐Clear and Grub 10,000 SF $ 5.00 $ 50,000.00 
 
Tolenas Avenue Sidewalk Widening: 
‐clear and Grub 3,000 SF $ 5.00 $ 15,000.00 
 
 
Please include this email with your application as proof that you reached out to the CCC. Feel free to contact 
Frank Arzaga directly Frank.Arzaga@ccc.ca.gov if your project receives funding. 
 
Thank you, 


                  
Wei Hsieh, Manager 
Programs & Operations Division 
California Conservation Corps 
1719 24th Street 
Sacramento, CA 95816 
(916) 341‐3154 
Wei.Hsieh@ccc.ca.gov  
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From: Wright, Peter [mailto:pwright@fairfield.ca.gov]  
Sent: Monday, May 11, 2015 3:27 PM 
To: ATP@CCC; 'inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org' 
Subject: ATP Submittals ‐ West Texas Street Gateway Improvement Project; East Tabor Avenue and Tolenas Road 
Pedestrian and Bicycle Gap Closure and Safety Improvement Project 
 
Attn: Wei Hsieh and Danielle Lynch 
 
Please see site plans, descriptions/ schedules and estimates attached for both subject projects for your use.  This is for 
our ATP applications.  If any more information is needed, please do not hesitate to call/ e‐mail me at the information 
below. 
 
Thank you 
 
Peter Wright | Associate Civil Engineer 
City of Fairfield | Public Works Department 
1000 Webster Street, 3rd Floor, Fairfield CA 94533 
O | 707.428.7784 
C | 707.430.1310 
F | 707.428.7607 
pwright@fairfield.ca.gov 
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Wright, Peter


From: Active Transportation Program <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>
Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2015 12:59 PM
To: Wright, Peter
Cc: atp@ccc.ca.gov
Subject: Re: ATP Submittals - West Texas Street Gateway Improvement Project; East Tabor 


Avenue and Tolenas Road Pedestrian and Bicycle Gap Closure and Safety Improvement 
Project


Hi Peter, 
 
Thank you for reaching out to the local conservation corps. Unfortunately, we are not able to participate in this 
project since the City of Fairfield is out of our range. Please include this email with your application as 
proof that you reached out to the Local Corps. 
 
Thank you 
 
On Mon, May 11, 2015 at 3:27 PM, Wright, Peter <pwright@fairfield.ca.gov> wrote: 


Attn: Wei Hsieh and Danielle Lynch 


  


Please see site plans, descriptions/ schedules and estimates attached for both subject projects for your use.  This 
is for our ATP applications.  If any more information is needed, please do not hesitate to call/ e-mail me at the 
information below. 


  


Thank you 


  


Peter Wright | Associate Civil Engineer 


City of Fairfield | Public Works Department 


1000 Webster Street, 3rd Floor, Fairfield CA 94533 


O | 707.428.7784 


C | 707.430.1310 


F | 707.428.7607 


pwright@fairfield.ca.gov 
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--  
Monica Davalos | Legislative Policy Intern 
Active Transportation Program 
California Association of Local Conservation Corps 
1121 L Street, Suite 400 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
916.426.9170 | inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org 












EAST TABOR AVE-DOVER AVE TO WALTERS RD 2014-2015 BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN COLLISIONS 


Summary Statistics 


Fatal Severe 
Injury 


Visible  
Injury 


Complaint 
of  Pain 


PDO Pedestrian Bicycle Total 


0 1 0 5 2 4 5 8 


Grange Middle School 
Tolenas Elementary  







Collision Summary Report


City of Fairfield


Public Works Dept, Traffic Engineering


6/9/16


From 1/1/2014 to 12/31/2015


Total Collisions: 5


Injury Collisions: 3


Fatal Collisions: 0


EAST TABOR AVENUE from DOVER AVENUE to WALTERS ROAD Page 1 of 2


14-06059 6/14/2014 12:29 Saturday


Sideswipe Bicycle


DOVER AVENUE EAST TABOR AVENUE


Improper Turning


0' Direction: Not State


Complaint of Pain # Inj: 1 # Killed: 022107 Hit & Run: No


Daylight Clear Pty at Fault:1


Party 1 Driver North
Veh Type: Passenger Car Sobriety: HNBD


Making Left Turn
Assoc Factor: None Apparent


Female Age: 50
Lap/Shoulder Harness Used


Party 2 Bicyclist North
Veh Type: Bicycle Sobriety: HBD Impairment Un


Proceeding Straight
Assoc Factor: None Apparent


Male Age: 28


15-09840 9/12/2015 16:41 Saturday


Other Bicycle


EAST TABOR AVENUE DAVIS DRIVE


Unknown


10' Direction: West


Complaint of Pain # Inj: 1 # Killed: 0Hit & Run: No


Daylight Clear Pty at Fault:0


Party 1 Driver South
Veh Type: Passenger Car Sobriety: Impairment Not Kno


Making Right Turn
Assoc Factor: None Apparent


Male Age: 40
Unknown Cell Phone Not In Use


Party 2 Bicyclist West
Veh Type: Bicycle Sobriety: Impairment Not Kno


Proceeding Straight
Assoc Factor: None Apparent


Male Age: 42
None in Vehicle Cell Phone Not In Use


15-09914 9/18/2015 15:32 Friday


Broadside Bicycle


EAST TABOR AVENUE SUNSET AVENUE


Other Hazardous Movement


225' Direction: West


Property Damage Only # Inj: 0 # Killed: 021208B Hit & Run: No


Daylight Clear Pty at Fault:1


Party 1 Bicyclist West
Veh Type: Bicycle Sobriety: HNBD


Crossed Into Opposing Lane - Unplanned
Assoc Factor: Violation


Male Age: 13
Not Stated Cell Phone Not In Use


Party 2 Driver East
Veh Type: Passenger Car Sobriety: HNBD


Proceeding Straight
Assoc Factor: None Apparent


Male Age: 43
Lap/Shoulder Harness Used Cell Phone Not In Use


15-10206 9/27/2015 15:32 Sunday


Head-On Bicycle


EAST TABOR AVENUE MANOR PLACE


Not Stated


42' Direction: East


Complaint of Pain # Inj: 1 # Killed: 022107VC Hit & Run: Felony


Daylight Clear Pty at Fault:1


Party 1 Driver
Veh Type: Passenger Car Sobriety: Impairment Not Kno


Making Right Turn
Assoc Factor: None Apparent


Age: 
Not Stated Cell Phone Not In Use


Party 2 Bicyclist
Veh Type: Bicycle Sobriety: HNBD


Proceeding Straight
Assoc Factor: None Apparent


Male Age: 58
Not Stated Cell Phone Not In Use


15-13066 12/14/2015 08:01 Monday


Rear-End Bicycle


EAST TABOR AVENUE CLAY BANK ROAD


Not Stated


45' Direction: East


Property Damage Only # Inj: 0 # Killed: 021703VC Hit & Run: No


Daylight Clear Pty at Fault:1


Party 1 Driver East
Veh Type: Passenger Car Sobriety: HNBD


Proceeding Straight
Assoc Factor: Vision Obscureme


Female Age: 54
Lap/Shoulder Harness Used Cell Phone Not In Use


Party 2 Bicyclist East
Veh Type: Bicycle Sobriety: HNBD


Proceeding Straight
Assoc Factor: None Apparent


Male Age: 9
Not Stated Cell Phone Not In Use







EAST TABOR AVENUE from DOVER AVENUE to WALTERS ROAD Page 2 of 2


Segment Length:  2.01 miles (10,634')


Settings for Query:


Street: EAST TABOR AVENUE between DOVER AVENUE and WALTERS ROAD


Include Intersection Related: True


Party Type: Bicyclist


Sorted By: Report Number







Collision Summary Report


City of Fairfield


Public Works Dept, Traffic Engineering


6/9/16


From 1/1/2014 to 12/31/2015


Total Collisions: 4


Injury Collisions: 4


Fatal Collisions: 0


EAST TABOR AVENUE from DOVER AVENUE to WALTERS ROAD Page 1 of 2


14-09878 9/30/2014 19:19 Tuesday


Vehicle - Pedestrian Pedestrian


CLAY BANK ROAD EAST TABOR AVENUE


Ped R/W Violation


0' Direction: Not State


Complaint of Pain # Inj: 1 # Killed: 021950A Hit & Run: No


Dark - Street Light Clear Pty at Fault:1


Party 1 Driver South
Veh Type: Passenger Car Sobriety: HNBD


Making Left Turn
Assoc Factor: 


Male Age: 74
Lap/Shoulder Harness Used


Party 2 Pedestrian East
Veh Type: Pedestrian Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: 


Female Age: 50
Not Stated


15-00804 1/21/2015 17:57 Wednesday


Vehicle - Pedestrian Pedestrian


EAST TABOR AVENUE CARDINAL WAY


Improper Turning


45' Direction: West


Complaint of Pain # Inj: 1 # Killed: 022107 Hit & Run: No


Dark - Street Light Clear Pty at Fault:1


Party 1 Driver West
Veh Type: Passenger Car Sobriety: HNBD


Proceeding Straight
Assoc Factor: None Apparent


Male Age: 17
Lap/Shoulder Harness Used Cell Phone Not In Use


Party 2 Pedestrian West
Veh Type: Pedestrian Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: None Apparent


Female Age: 20
Not Stated Cell Phone Not In Use


Party 3 Parked Vehicle West
Veh Type: Passenger Car Sobriety: HNBD


Parked
Assoc Factor: None Apparent


Age: 
Not Stated Cell Phone Not In Use


Party 4 Parked Vehicle West
Veh Type: Pickup Truck Sobriety: HNBD


Parked
Assoc Factor: None Apparent


Age: 
Not Stated Cell Phone Not In Use


15-03538 3/31/2015 21:24 Tuesday


Broadside Pedestrian


EAST TABOR AVENUE CARDINAL WAY


Pedestrian Violation


28' Direction: West


Severe Injury # Inj: 1 # Killed: 021950B Hit & Run: No


Dark - Street Light Clear Pty at Fault:1


Party 1 Pedestrian North
Veh Type: Pedestrian Sobriety: HBD Impairment Un Assoc Factor: None Apparent


Male Age: 41
Not Stated Cell Phone Not In Use


Party 2 Driver West
Veh Type: Passenger Car Sobriety: HNBD


Stopped In Road
Assoc Factor: None Apparent


Male Age: 21
Lap/Shoulder Harness Used Cell Phone Not In Use


15-10825 10/12/2015 07:50 Monday


Vehicle - Pedestrian Pedestrian


EAST TABOR AVENUE OLIVE AVENUE


Pedestrian Violation


19' Direction: South


Complaint of Pain # Inj: 1 # Killed: 021954A Hit & Run: No


Daylight Clear Pty at Fault:1


Party 1 Pedestrian South
Veh Type: Pedestrian Sobriety: Not Applicable Assoc Factor: None Apparent


Male Age: 10
Not Stated


Party 2 Driver West
Veh Type: Passenger Car Sobriety: HNBD


Proceeding Straight
Assoc Factor: None Apparent


Female Age: 34
Lap/Shoulder Harness Used Cell Phone Not In Use







EAST TABOR AVENUE from DOVER AVENUE to WALTERS ROAD Page 2 of 2


Segment Length:  2.01 miles (10,634')


Settings for Query:


Street: EAST TABOR AVENUE between DOVER AVENUE and WALTERS ROAD


Include Intersection Related: True


Party Type: Pedestrian


Sorted By: Report Number





		TC Diagram Bike-Ped2
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On Tolenas Rd  at school property line/
exit driveway. Facing north toward East 
Tabor Ave. 







O
n Tolenas R


d  at school property line/exit drive-
w


ay. Facing north tow
ard East Tabor A


ve. 


N
orthbound Tolenas R


d  at East Tabor A
ve.  This 


show
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Northbound Tolenas Rd showing the over-
crowding of the sidewalk and the path along 
side the existing sidewalk that has been creat-
ed. 







Intersection of East Tabor Ave at Tolenas Rd.  Shows the vol-
ume of pedestrians crowding the crosswalk. 







At the East Tabor Ave-Tolenas Rd intersection facing west.  This shows the 
lack of sidewalk facilities and pedestrians using the shoulder despite the lack 
of sidewalk. 







North side of East Tabor Ave. Loca-
tion of proposed sidewalk gap clo-
sure.  







North side looking east, east of 
tracks. Location of proposed sidewalk 
gap closure 


South side of East Tabor Ave looking 
east, west of tracks. 







East Tabor Ave, facing west.  Location 
of proposed sidewalk gap closure. 







North side East Tabor Ave. Location 
of proposed sidewalk gap closure 







Existing sidewalk,  facing east on 
north side of East Tabor Ave.  


Facing west on East Tabor Ave. Loca-
tion of proposed sidewalk gap closure 







East Tabor Ave at the railroad cross-
ing, facing west showing pedestrian 
crossing conditions. 







North side of East Tabor Ave at rail-
road crossing, facing west. 


North side of East Tabor Ave facing 
west. Shows end of existing side-
walk. 







East Tabor Ave railroad crossing, fac-
ing west. 








6/6/2016 TIMS  Transportation Injury Mapping System


http://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/srts/main.php 1/2


SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL COLLISION MAP VIEWER


Interactive map and data summaries of bicycle and/or pedestrian collisions around school.


Types of Collisions: Bicycle Pedestrian


Collision Severity: Fatal Severe Injury Other Visible Injury Complaint of Pain


Years : 2008  2013


Grange Middle
1975 Blossom Ave. | Fairfield | Solano County | CDS: 48705406093397


Map data ©2016 GoogleReport a map error


Summary Statistics


Radius Fatal Severe Injury Visible Injury Complaint of
Pain Pedestrian Bicycle Total


<¼ mi. 0 0 4 4 5 3 8


¼  ½ mi. 0 0 1 3 2 2 4


Total 0 0 5 7 7 5 12



https://www.google.com/maps/@38.2649,-122.0148,15z/data=!10m1!1e1!12b1?source=apiv3&rapsrc=apiv3

https://maps.google.com/maps?ll=38.2649,-122.0148&z=15&t=m&hl=en-GB&gl=US&mapclient=apiv3





6/6/2016 TIMS  Transportation Injury Mapping System


http://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/srts/main.php 2/2


Collision List


Case ID Date Time Primary Secondary Distance Direction Bike Ped


3754466 20080509 7:50 BLOSSOM EAST TABOR AV 0  No Yes


4350397 20090802 1:12 EAST TABOR AV GRANDE CIR 200 E No Yes


4395341 20090916 8:15 EAST TABOR AV BLOSSOM AV 0  No Yes


4395976 20090909 8:25 EAST TABOR AV BLOSSOM AV 0  Yes No


4470492 20091101 17:45 EAST TABOR AV SUNSET AV 25 W Yes No


4741198 20100524 14:43 FALCON DR EAST TABOR AV 9 S Yes No


5371776 20110912 16:00 EAST TABOR AV DOVER AV 528 E Yes No


5953295 20121128 10:45 EAST TABOR AV CORMORANT DR 0 W No Yes


5871741 20121113 15:07 EAST TABOR AV SUNSET AV 197 E Yes No


5862572 20121015 19:30 EAST TABOR AV VILLA CT 0 W No Yes


5801327 20120912 8:33 EAST TABOR AV SANTA MONICA 13 E No Yes


5497681 20120201 17:02 EAST TABOR AV MANOR PL 0  No Yes







6/6/2016 TIMS  Transportation Injury Mapping System


http://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/srts/main.php 1/2


SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL COLLISION MAP VIEWER


Interactive map and data summaries of bicycle and/or pedestrian collisions around school.


Types of Collisions: Bicycle Pedestrian


Collision Severity: Fatal Severe Injury Other Visible Injury Complaint of Pain


Years : 2008  2013


Tolenas Elementary
4500 Tolenas Rd. | Fairfield | Solano County | CDS: 48705406051239


Map data ©2016 GoogleReport a map error


Summary Statistics


Radius Fatal Severe Injury Visible Injury Complaint of
Pain Pedestrian Bicycle Total


<¼ mi. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0


¼  ½ mi. 0 0 5 2 3 4 7


Total 0 0 5 2 3 4 7



https://www.google.com/maps/@38.2593472,-121.998,15z/data=!10m1!1e1!12b1?source=apiv3&rapsrc=apiv3

https://maps.google.com/maps?ll=38.259347,-121.998&z=15&t=m&hl=en-GB&gl=US&mapclient=apiv3





6/6/2016 TIMS  Transportation Injury Mapping System


http://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/srts/main.php 2/2


Collision List


Case ID Date Time Primary Secondary Distance Direction Bike Ped


3659071 20080320 7:39 EAST TABOR AV RAILROAD AV 0  Yes No


4039911 20090110 1:12 BARCELONA CIR LUGO DR 0  No Yes


4418261 20090917 15:50 TOLENAS AV EAST TABOR AV 2640 S Yes No


4488178 20091123 17:51 EAST TABOR AV SOLANO ST 0  Yes No


4507019 20091209 13:51 EAST TABOR AV OLIVE AV 0  Yes No


4514531 20091208 7:30 EAST TABOR AV TOLENAS AV 0  No Yes


5195703 20110519 14:21 EAST TABOR AV OLIVE DR 40 E No Yes





		Grange TIMS - Transportation Injury Mapping System

		Tolenas TIMS - Transportation Injury Mapping System
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORM
DLA-001 (NEW 4/2016)
v1.2
State of California Department of TransportationForm Title: ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORMForm Number: DLA-001 (Designed April 2016) Version 1.2
ADA Notice
For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats.  For alternate format information, contact the Active Transportation Program at  (916) 653-4335, TTY 711, or write to Caltrans-Local Assistance, 1120 N Street, MS-1, Sacramento, CA 95814.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORM
DLA-001 (NEW 4/2016)
v1.2
State of California Department of TransportationForm Title: ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORMForm Number: DLA-001 (Designed April 2016) Version 1.2
ATP FUNDED COMPONENTS
Infrastructure
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
Non-Infrastructure
Plan
PROJECT FUNDING INFORMATION (1,000s)
Total 
Project $
Total
ATP $
Total
Non-ATP $
Past 
ATP $
Leveraging $
Matching $
Non-Participating $
Future 
Local $
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
APPLICATION INDEX PAGE
Application Part 1: Applicant Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 2: General Project Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 3: Project Type         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 4: Project Details         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 5: Project Schedule         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 6: Project Funding         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
PPR         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 7: Application Questions         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Screening Criteria         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 1         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 2         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 3         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 4         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 5         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 6         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 7         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 8         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 9         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 8: Attachments         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 1: Applicant Information
Implementing Agency:   This agency must enter into a Master Agreement with Caltrans and will be financially and contractually responsible for the delivery of the project within all pertinent Federal and State funding requirements, including being responsible and accountable for the use and expenditure of program funds.  This agency is responsible for the accuracy of the technical information provided in the application and is required to sign the application.   
MASTER AGREEMENTS (MAs):
Does the Implementing Agency currently have a MA with Caltrans?
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans MA number
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans Master Agreement number
Implementing Agency's State Caltrans MA number
*         Implementing Agencies that do not currently have a MA with Caltrans, must be able to meet the requirements and enter into an MA with Caltrans prior to funds allocation.  The MA approval process can take 6 to 12 months to complete and there is no guarantee the agency will meet the requirements necessary for the State to enter into a MA with the agency.    Delays could also result in a failure to meeting the CTC Allocation timeline requirements and the loss of ATP funding.
Project Partnering Agency:   
The “Project Partnering Agency” is defined as an agency, other than Implementing Agency, that will assume the responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility.   The Implementing Agency must: 1) ensure the Partnering Agency agrees to assume responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility, 2) provide documentation of the agreement (e.g., letter of intent) as part of the project application, and 3) ensure a copy of the Memorandum of Understanding or Interagency Agreement between the parties is submitted with the first request for allocation. For these projects, the Project Partnering Agency's information shall be provided below.
Based on the definition above, does this project have a partnering agency?
Application Part 2: General Project Information
Project Coordinates: (latitude/longitude in decimal format)
N
W
Congressional District(s):
State Senate District(s):
State Assembly District(s):
Past Projects: Within the last 10 years, has there been any previous State or Federal ATP, SRTS, SR2S, BTA or other ped/bike funding awards for a project(s) that are adjacent to or overlap the limits of project scope of this application?
Project Number
Past Project 
Funding 
Funded 
Amount $
Project 
Type
Type of overlap/connection 
with past projects 
(select only one which matches the best)
Application Part 3: Project Type
Development of a Plan in a Disadvantaged Community: (Check all Plan types that apply)  
Indicate any of the following plans that your agency currently has:  (Check all that apply) 
PROJECT SUB-TYPE  (check all Project Sub-Types that apply):
For a project to qualify for Safe Routes to School designation, the project must directly increase safety and convenience for public school students to walk and/or bike to school. Safe Routes to Schools infrastructure projects must be located within two miles of a public school or within the vicinity of a public school bus stop and the students must be the intended beneficiaries of the project. Other than traffic education and enforcement activities, non-infrastructure projects do not have a location restriction. 
 
Projects with Safe Routes to School elements must fill out "School and Student Details" later in this application.
As a condition of receiving funding, projects with Safe Routes to School Elements must commit to completing additional before and after student surveys as defined in the Caltrans Active Transportation Guidelines (LAPG Chapter 22).
For each school benefited by the project: 1) Fill in the school and student information; and 2) Include the required attachment information.
Project improvements maximum distance from school 
mile
**Refer to the California Department of Education website:  http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sh/cw/filesafdc.asp
Trails Projects constructing multi-purpose trails are generally eligible in the Active Transportation Program.  If the applicant believes all or part of their project meets the federal requirements of the Recreational Trails Program they are encouraged to seek a determination from the California Department of Parks and Recreation on the eligibility of their project to complete for this funding.   This is optional but recommended because some trails projects may compete better under this funding program.
 
For all trails projects: 
Do you feel a portion of your project is eligible for federal Recreational Trail funding?   
Applicants intending to pursue “Recreational Trails Program funding” must submit the required information to the California Department of Parks and Recreation prior to the ATP application submissions deadline.  (See the Application Instructions for details) 
 
*Recreational Trail funding can only fund work outside of the roadway Right-of-way.
Application Part 4: Project Details
INFRASTRUCTURE TYPE (Only Intended for Infrastructure Projects)
Note:         When quantifying the amount of Active Transportation improvements proposed by the project, do not double-count the improvements that benefit both Bicyclists and Pedestrians (i.e. new RRFB/Signal should only show as a Pedestrian or Bicycle Improvement).
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing bicycle infrastructure: i.e. Class 2 to Class 4)
New Bike Lanes/Routes:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Bike Share Program:
Number
Number
Bike Racks/Lockers:
Number
Number
Other Bicycle Improvements:
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing pedestrian infrastructure.)
Sidewalks:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
ADA Ramp Improvements:
Number
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Pedestrian Amenities:
Number
Number
Number
Other Ped Improvements:
Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Non-Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Other Trail Improvements:
Road Diets:
Linear Feet
Number
Speed Feedback Signs:
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Other Traffic-Calming
Improvements:
Right of Way (R/W) Impacts (Check all that apply)
The federal R/W process involving private property acquisitions and/or private utility relocations can often take 18 to 24 months.  The project schedule in the application for R/W needs to reflect the necessary time to complete the federal R/W process.
*See the application instructions for more details on the required coordination and documentation from these agencies.
Application Part 5: Project Schedule
NOTES:         1) Per CTC Guidelines, all project applications must be submitted with the expectation of receiving federal funding and therefore the schedule below must account for the extra time needed for federal project delivery requirements and approvals, including a NEPA environmental clearance and for each CTC allocation there must also be a Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable work.
         2) Prior to estimating the durations of the project delivery tasks (below), applicants are highly encouraged to review the appropriate chapters of the Local Assistance Procedures Manual and work closely with District Local Assistance Staff.
         3) The proposed CTC allocation dates must be between July 1, 2019 and June 30, 2021 to be consistent with the available ATP funds for Cycle 3.
This page cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS:
PA&ED Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months         (See note #2, above)
PS&E Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
Right of Way Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
* PS&E and Right of Way phases can be allocated at the same CTC meeting.
Construction Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS: (This includes combined "I" and "NI" projects)
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months	
Proposed Dates for "Before" and "After" Counts (As required by the CTC and Caltrans guidelines):
Application Part 6: Project Funding
(1,000s)
The Project Funding table cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
Project
Phase
Total
Project
Costs
Total 
ATP
Funding
ATP
Allocation 
Year *
Total
Non-ATP
Funding **
Non-
Participating
Funding
"Prior"
ATP
Funding
Leveraging
Funding
Matching
Funding ***
(for federal $)
Future Local Identified Funding 
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
NI-CON
TOTAL
*          The CTC Allocation-Year is calculated based on the information entered into the "Project Schedule" section.
 
**  Applicants must ensure that the “Total Non-ATP Funding” values show in this table match the overall Non-ATP Funding values they enter into Page 2 of the PPR (later in this form)
         
***         For programming purposes, applicants, are asked to identify the portion of the Leveraging Funding that meets the requirements to be used as match for new Federal ATP funding.
ATP FUNDING TYPE REQUESTED:
Per the CTC Guidelines, all ATP projects must be eligible to receive federal funding. Most ATP projects will receive federal funding; however, it is the intent of the Commission to consolidate the allocation of federal funds to as few projects as practicable. Therefore, the smallest projects may be granted State Funding from the State Highway Account (SHA) for all or part of the project.  Agencies with projects under $1M, especially ones being implemented by agencies who are not familiar with the federal funding process, are encouraged to request State funding.
Do you believe your project warrants receiving state-only funding?
ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST (PPR):
Using the Project Schedule, Project Funding, and General Project information provided, this electronic form has automatically prepared the following PPR pages. Applicants must review the information in the PPR to confirm it matches their expectations.
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Funding Information:
DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Proposed Total Project Cost ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
PPR Funding Information Table
ATP Funds
Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Non-Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Plan Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Previous Cycle
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Summary of Non-ATP Funding
The Non-ATP funding shown on this page must match the values in the Project Funding table.
Fund No. 2:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 3:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 4:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 5:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 6:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 7:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Application Part 7: Application Questions
Screening Criteria
The following Screening Criteria are requirements for applications to be considered for ATP funding.  Failure to demonstrate a project meets these criteria will result is the disqualification of the application. 
1.         Demonstrated fiscal needs of the applicant:
-         Is all or part of the project currently (or has it ever been) formally programmed in an RTPA, MPO and/or Caltrans funding program? 
If "Yes", explain why the project is not considered "fully funded".  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are any elements of the proposed project directly or indirectly related to the intended improvements of a past or future development or capital improvement project? 
If “Yes”, explain why the other project cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are adjacent properties undeveloped or under-developed where standard “conditions of development” could be placed on future adjacent redevelopment to construct the proposed project improvements?
If “Yes”, explain why the development cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
2.         Consistency with an adopted regional transportation plan:
-         Is the project consistent with the relevant adopted regional transportation plan that has been developed and updated pursuant to Government Code Section 65080?
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
If “No”, document why the project should still be considered as being “consistent with the Regional Plan”.  (Max of 200 Words)
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #1
QUESTION #1
DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES (0-10 POINTS)
A.         Map of Project Boundaries, Access and Destination  (0 points): Required
B.         Identification of Disadvantaged Community:  (0 points)
Select one of the following 4 options.  Must provide information for all Census Tract/Block Group/Place # that the project affects.
         ●  Median Household Income
         ●  CalEnviroScreen
         ●  Free or Reduced Priced School Meals - Applications using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.
         ● Other 
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$49,191). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at: http://factfinder.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml 
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
Lowest median household income from above (autofill): $
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
Median household income by census tract for the community(ies) benefited by the project: $
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $49,120, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen 2.0) scores (score must be greater than or equal to 36.62). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
http://www.calepa.ca.gov/EnvJustice/GHGInvest/
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
Highest California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score for the community benefited by the project:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 36.62, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/filessp.asp (auto filled from Part A).
Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
Highest percentage of students eligible from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
Percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals Programs:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Other
Creation of new routes?
●  If a project applicant believes a project benefits a disadvantaged community but the project does not meet the aforementioned criteria due to a lack of accurate Census data or CalEnviroScreen data that represents a small neighborhood or unincorporated area, the applicant must submit for consideration a quantitative assessment to demonstrate that the community’s median household income is at or below 80% of that state median household income. (Max of 200 Words)
●  Regional definitions of disadvantaged communities as adopted in a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) by an MPO or RTPA per obligations with Title VI of the Federal Civil Rights Act of 1964, such as “environmental justice communities” or “communities of concern,” may be used in lieu of the options identified above. Applicant must provide section of the RTP referenced. (Max of 200 Words)
C.         Direct Benefit:  (0 - 4 points)
1.         Explain how the project/program/plan closes a gap, provides connections to, or addresses a deficiency in an active transportation network or meets an important community need. (Max of 50 Words)
2.         Explain how the disadvantaged community residents will have physical access to the project/program/plan. 
         (Max of 50 Words)         
3.         Illustrate how the project was requested or supported by the disadvantaged community residents. 
         (Max of 50 Words)
D.         Project Location:  (0 - 2 points)
E.         Severity:  (0 - 4 points)
a.         Auto calculated
Part B: Narrative Questions
Question #2
QUESTION #2
POTENTIAL FOR INCREASED WALKING AND BICYCLING, ESPECIALLY AMONG STUDENTS, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF WALKING AND BICYCLING ROUTES TO AND FROM SCHOOLS, TRANSIT FACILITIES, COMMUNITY CENTERS, EMPLOYMENT CENTERS, AND OTHER DESTINATIONS; AND INCLUDING INCREASING AND IMPROVING  CONNECTIVITY AND MOBILITY OF NON-MOTORIZED USERS. (0-35 POINTS)
Please provide the following information: (This must be completed to be considered for funding for infrastructure projects)
# of Users
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Date of Counts
Mark here if N/A to project
Current
Projected
(1 year after completion)
Safe Routes to School projects and programs:  The following information related to the Safe Routes to School Projects data was already entered in part 3 of the application.
School
Total Student Enrollment
Approx. # of Students Living Along School Route Proposed	
# of Students Currently Walking/Biking to School
Projected # of Students that will 
walk/bike after project
Net projected Change in Students 
walking/biking
Total
Data in this table will be automatically populated with the school data entered in Application Part 3.
Document the methodologies used to establish the current count data. (Max of 200 Words)
A.         Describe the specific active transportation need that the proposed project/plan/program will address. (0-15 points) 
         (Max of 500 Words)
B.         Describe how the proposed project/plan/program will address the active transportation need: (0-20 points)
1.         Close a gap?
Close a gap?
Gap closure = Construction of a missing segment of an existing facility in order to make that facility continuous.
a.         Must provide a map of each gap closure identifying gap and connections.
b.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Creation of new routes?
Creation of new routes?
New route = Construction of a new facility that did not previously exist for non-motorized users that provides a course or way to get from one place to another.
a.         Must provide a map of the new route location.
b.         Describe the existing route(s) that currently connect the affected transportation related and community identified destinations and why the route(s) are not adequate. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Removal of barrier to mobility?
a.         Type of barrier:
b.         Must provide a map identifying the barrier location and improvement.
c.         Describe the existing negative effects of barrier to be removed and how the project addresses the existing barrier. 
         (Max of 100 Words)
d.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Other improvements to routes?
Other improvements to routes?
a.         Must provide a map of the new improvement location.
b.         Explain the improvement. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
a.         Describe how the plan will address links or connections, or encourage the use of existing/new routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Describe how the plan will result in implementable projects and programs in the future.   (Max of 100 Words)
c.         A description of steps necessary to implement the plan and the reporting process that will be used to keep the adopting agency and community informed of the progress being made in implementing the plan. (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing
         walking or biking in the community?
Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing walking or biking in the community?
a.         Describe how the program encourages walking or biking to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #3
QUESTION #3
POTENTIAL FOR REDUCING THE NUMBER AND/OR RATE OR THE RISK OF PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLIST FATALITIES AND INJURIES, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF SAFETY HAZARDS FOR PEDESTRIANS AND BICYCLISTS.  (0-25 POINTS)
A.         Describe the plan/program influence area or project location’s history of collisions resulting in fatalities and injuries to non-motorized users and the source(s) of data used (e.g. collision reports, community observation, surveys, audits).  (10 points max)
1.         The following reported crashes must have all occurred within the project’s influence area within the last 5 years (only crashes that the project has a chance to mitigate):
# of Crashes	
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Total
Fatalities
Injuries
Total
2.         Applicant can provide bicycle and pedestrian (only) crash rates in addition to the information required above. (Max of 200 Words)
3.         Discuss specific accident data. (Max of 200 Words)
4.         Attach a SWITRS or equivalent (i.e. UC Berkeley’s TIMS tool) listing of all bicycle and pedestrian crashes (only) shown in the map above and in this application.
*Applications that do not have the crash data above OR that prefer to provide additional crash data and/or safety data in a different format can provide this data below.  The corresponding methodology used must also be included.   Input Data and methodologies here and/or include them via a separate attachment in the field below. (Max of 200 Words)
B.         Safety Countermeasures (15 points max)
         Describe how the project/program/plan will remedy (one or more) potential safety hazards that contribute to pedestrian and/or bicyclist injuries or fatalities (only); Countermeasures must directly address the underlying factors that are contributing to the occurrence of pedestrian and/or bicyclist collisions.
1.         Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
a.         Current speed and/or volume: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated speed and/or volume after project completion : (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current sight distance and/or visibility issue: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated sight distance and/or visibility issue resolution: (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current conflict point description: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Improvement that addresses conflict point: (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Which Law:
b.         How will the project improve compliance: (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
a.         List traffic controls that are inadequate: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Addresses inadequate or unsafe bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks?
a.         List bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks that are inadequate:          (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
7.         Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
a.         List of behaviors: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How will the project will eliminate or reduce these behaviors? (Max of 100 Words)
Plans
Describe how the plan will identify and plan to address hazards identified in the plan area, including the potential for mitigating safety hazards as a prioritization criterion, and/or including countermeasures that address safety hazards.  (Max of 200 Words)
Non-Infrastructure
Describe how the program educates bicyclists, pedestrians, and/or drivers about safety hazards for pedestrians and bicyclists. Describe how the program encourages this safe behavior. If available, include documentation of effectiveness of similar programs in encouraging safe behavior.  (Max of 200 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #4
QUESTION #4
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION and PLANNING (0-10 POINTS)
 
Describe the community based public participation process that culminated in the project/program proposal or will be utilized as part of the development of a plan.  
A.         What is/was the process of defining future policies, goals, investments and designs to prepare for future needs of users of this project?  How did the applicant analyze the wide range of alternatives and impacts on the transportation system to influence beneficial outcomes? (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Who: Describe who was/will be engaged in the identification and development of this project/program/plan (for plans: who will be engaged) and how they were/will be engaged.   Describe and provide documentation of the type, extent, and duration of outreach and engagement conducted to relevant stakeholders. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
C.         What:  Describe the feedback received during the stakeholder engagement process and describe how the public participation and planning process has improved the project’s overall effectiveness at meeting the purpose and goals of the ATP. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
D.         Describe how stakeholders will continue to be engaged in the implementation of the project/program/plan.  
                  (1 point max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #5
QUESTION #5
IMPROVED PUBLIC HEALTH (0-10 POINTS)
 
•         NOTE: Applicants applying for the disadvantaged community set aside must respond to the below questions with health data specific to the disadvantaged communities. All applicants must cite information specific to project location and targeted users. Failure to do so will result in lost points. 
A.         Describe the health status of the targeted users of the project/program/plan.  Describe how you considered health benefits when developing this project or program (for plans: how will you consider health throughout the plan). (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Describe how you expect your project/proposal/plan to promote healthy communities and provide outreach to the targeted users. (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #6
QUESTION #6
COST EFFECTIVENESS (0-5 POINTS)
A project’s cost effectiveness is considered to be the relative costs of the project in comparison to the project’s benefits as defined by the purpose and goals of the ATP.  This includes the consideration of the safety and mobility benefit in relation to both the total project cost and the funds provided. 
 
Explain why the project is considered to have the highest Benefit to Cost Ratio (B/C) with respect to the ATP purpose and goals of “increased use of active modes of transportation”.  (5 points max.)  (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #7
QUESTION #7
LEVERAGING OF NON-ATP FUNDS (0-5 POINTS)
A.         The application funding plan will show all federal, state and local funding for the project: (5 points max.)
 
                  Based on the project funding information provided earlier in the application, the following Leveraging and Matching amounts are designated for this project.  Applicants must review and verify these values meet the following criteria:
                   Leveraging Funds
                           Non-ATP funds; either already expended by the applicant or funds to be programmed for use on elements within the requested ATP project.  This non-ATP funding can only be considered "Leveraging" funding if it goes towards ATP eligible costs.
                  Matching Funds
                           The portion of the Leveraging funding that can be used as the local match if Federal ATP funding is programmed.  These must be 
                           non-federal funds not yet expended and provided by the applicant in a specific project phase.
                   If these numbers do not match this criteria and/or the applicant's expectations, the numbers inputted earlier need to be revised.
                   
 
                   Funding in $1,000s
PA&ED Phase Project Delivery Costs:
PS&E Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Right of Way Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Construction Phase Project Delivery Costs:
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS:
OVERALL TOTALS FOR PROJECT/APPLICATION:
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #8
QUESTION #8
USE OF CALIFORNIA CONSERVATION CORPS (CCC) OR A CERTIFIED COMMUNITY CONSERVATION CORPS (0 or -5 POINTS)
- For project "Plan" types, this section is not required. -
Step 1:         The applicant must submit the following information via email concurrently to both the CCC AND certified community conservation corps at least 5 days prior to application submittal to Caltrans.  The CCC and certified community conservation corps will respond within five (5) business days from receipt of the information. 
 
                  •         Project Title
                  •         Project Description                                 
                  •         Detailed Estimate                              
                  •         Project Schedule
                  •         Project Map                                              
                  •         Preliminary Plan
Click on the following links for the California Conservation Corps and community conservation corps Representative ATP contact information: 
http://calocalcorps.org/active-transportation-program/
http://www.ccc.ca.gov/work/programs/ATP/Pages/ATP%20home.aspx
The applicant must also attach any email correspondence from the CCC and certified community conservation corps or Tribal corps (if applicable) to the application verifying communication/participation.  Failure to attach their email responses will result in a loss of 5 points.
Step 2:         The applicant has coordinated with the CCC AND with the certified community conservation corps, or the Tribal corps and determined the following: (check appropriate box)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #9
QUESTION #9
APPLICANT’S PERFORMANCE ON PAST ATP FUNDED PROJECTS (0 - 10 points) 
For Caltrans use only.
 
Part C: Application Attachments
Applicants must ensure all data in this part of the application is fully consistent with the other parts of the application. See the Application Instructions and Guidance document for more information and requirements related to Part C.
List of Application Attachments
The following attachment names and order must be maintained for all applications.  Depending on the Project Type (I, NI or Plans) some attachments will be intentionally left blank.  All non-blank attachments must be identified in hard-copy applications using “tabs” with appropriate letter designations
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